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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/29/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In re page 6 to page 9, Applicants argue that cited references fail to disclose 
"prompting the user on the user interface to select how many B and P- frames are 
inserted during a trickplay mode". 

In response the examiner respectfully disagrees. Primary reference of Boyle had 
been used to disclose as mentioned in claim 1 below to show a Graphical User 
Interface that can be used to prompt a user for a trickplay option (Col. 12, lines 19-27). 
While Lin has been used to disclose the remaining limitations that were not disclosed in 
Boyle. Thus Lin was used for selection of how many B and P frames inserted during a 
trickplay mode (Fig. 3 step 330 selecting which pictures to be deleted either I , P or B 
causes certain amount of B or P to be inserted in trickplay to be displayed(0045-0047) 
or Fig. 4 step 415 selecting or determining which pictures to be repeated either I, P or B 
causes certain amount of pictures to be inserted in trickplay to be displayed (0051). 
Thus allowing a system to prompt these values to be determined by a user and input 
on a GUI would be obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art. Therefore it would be 
obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art to combine teaching of Boyle and Lin. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claim 1-3, 6-7, 9 and 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent No. 6,453,115 to Boyle in view of U.S. Patent Pub. 
2003/0077073 A1 to Lin et al. "Lin" 

As to claims 1 and 1 1 , Boyle disclose a method for providing user controlled 
implementation of trick play modes of operation of digital video data, comprising the 
steps of : 

providing a user interface on a display device for prompting a user (Col. 1 2, lines 1 9- 
27); 

Boyle does not expressly disclose steps of: 
prompting the user to select a speed at which the trick play mode will operate; and 
prompting the user to select how the selected speed is implemented; 
wherein the digital video data is compressed according to the MPEG standard, and 
where in the method further comprising to select how many B and P frames are inserted 
during the trick play mode. 

Lin discloses steps of: 
prompting the user to select a speed at which the trick play mode will operate (0012- 
0015); and 
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prompting the user to select how the selected speed is implemented (0012- 
0015)(0018). 

wherein the digital video data is compressed according to the MPEG standard (0049, 
MPEG decoder), and where in the method further comprising the step to select how 
many B and P frames are inserted during the trick play mode (Figs. 3 and 4; 0049-0053; 
Fig. 4 step 415 and Fig. 3, 330 selecting or determining which B and P pictures should 
be repeated or eliminated i.e. how many B and P frames should be inserted, 0021 , 
0045-0047;0051 ;Claim 1;0005). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Boyle with the teachings of Lin. Motivation to combine would have 
been to a of prompting the user on the user interface such as a graphical user interface 
to select how many times frames should be inserted so a desired user trick play can be 
implemented. Thus allowing a user friendly system that is interactive. 

As to claim 2, Boyle and Lin as modified discloses everything claimed as applied 
in claim 1 above. In addition Lin further discloses wherein the trick play mode is a fast 
forward operation (Figs. 3 and 4;Abstract;0005;0030;0034). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Boyle with the teachings of Lin. Motivation to combine would have 
been to allow trick play so that bandwidth could be saved. 

As to claim 3, Boyle and Lin as modified discloses everything claimed as applied 
in claim 1 above. Lin further discloses wherein the trick play mode is a fast rewind 
operation (Figs. 3 and 4;Abstract;0005;0030;0034). 
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At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Boyle with the teachings of Lin. Motivation to combine would have 
been to allow trick play so that bandwidth could be saved. 

As to claim 6, Boyle and Lin as modified discloses everything claimed as applied 
in claim 1 above. Lin discloses further comprising the step of storing the 
selected implementation for later recall (0044). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Boyle with the teachings of Lin. Motivation to combine would have 
been to allow save users time. 

As to claim 9, Boyle and Lin as modified discloses everything claimed as applied 
in claim 1 above. Lin further discloses further comprising the step of creating a video 
stream for display based on the selected criteria (Fig. 3;0044). 

At the time of invention it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in 
the art to combine Boyle with the teachings of Lin. Motivation to combine would have 
been to provide a video in a user desired trickplay mode. 

As to claim 10, Boyle further discloses wherein a list of possible implementations 
are displayed on the user interface for the user to select from (Col. 12, lines 19-32). 

3. Claim 4 and 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent No. 6,453,115 to Boyle in view of U.S. Patent Pub. 2003/0077073 
A1 to Lin et al. "Lin" in view of U.S. Patent No. 4,046,916 B1 to Morris et al. 



Application/Control Number: 10/522,281 Page 6 

Art Unit: 2621 

"Morris" and in further view of U.S. Patent Pub. 2002/0018646 A1 to Nishi et al 
"Nishi" 

As to claim 4, Boyle and Lin as modified discloses everything claimed as applied 
in claim 1 above. Boyle and Lin as modified do not expressly disclose wherein the step 
of selecting how the selected speed is implemented comprises the steps of: 
selecting how many successive l-flames are skipped after a 
displayed l-frame; and 

selecting how long each displayed l-frame is displayed. 

Morris discloses wherein the step of selecting how the selected speed is 
implemented comprises the steps of : 
selecting how many successive l-flames are skipped after a 
displayed l-frame (Col. 4, lines 66-67; Col 5, lines 1- 9); 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Boyle and Lin as modified with the teachings of Morris. Motivation 
to combine would have been to allow a user to control skipping of a movie from one part 
to another part of a movie in a precise way. 

Nishi discloses the step of: 
selecting how long each displayed l-frame is displayed (0053). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Boyle and Lin and Morris as modified with the teachings of Nishi. 
Motivation to combine would have been to allow a user to control reproduction of each 
frame to save time for the user. 
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As to claim 5, Boyle and Lin as modified disclose everything claimed as applied 
in claim 1 above. In addition Lin discloses wherein the step of selecting how the 
selected speed is implemented comprises the step of selecting: a speed at which the 
digital video data is displayed (0012-0015) but Boyle and Lin as modified do not 
expressly disclose the step of a time period how long a frame is displayed and the step 
of computing how many frames are skipped after displaying one 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Boyle and Lin. Motivation to combine would have to provide a user 
selectable speed for trickplay operations. 

Nishi discloses a time period how long a frame is displayed (Fig. 4; 0053). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Boyle and Lin as modified with the teaching of Nishi. Motivation to 
combine would have been a user selectable time period for which a frame could be 
displayed. So that an operation is not automatic thereby giving a user more control. 

Morris discloses the method further comprises the step of computing how many 
frames are skipped after displaying one (Col. 4, lines 66-67; Col 5, lines 1- 9). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Boyle, Lin and Nishi as modified with the teaching of Morris. 
Motivation to combine would have been making the system user controllable rather then 
being automatic. 

4. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,453,115 to Boyle in view of U.S. Patent Pub. 2003/0077073 A1 to Lin 
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et al. "Lin" and in further view of U.S. Patent Pub. 2002/0018646 A1 to Nishi et al 
"Nishi" 

As to claim 8, Boyle and Lin as modified disclose everything claimed as applied 
in claim 1 above. In addition Lin discloses selecting how many times each l-frame is 
displayed (Fig. 4, step 415; 0048-0053). But Boyle and Lin as modified do not expressly 
disclose wherein the step of selecting how the selected speed is implemented 
comprises the step of selecting how long each l-frame is displayed. 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Boyle and Lin. Motivation to combine allowing a user to determine 
the length of time a frame is to be displayed so that user can decide how long to display 
a frame thereby making a system user friendly. 

Nishi discloses wherein the step of selecting how the selected speed is 
implemented comprises the step of: 
selecting how long each l-frame is displayed (0053). 

At the time of invention, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill 
in the art to combine Boyle and Lin as modified with the teaching of Nishi. Motivation to 
combine would have been a user selectable time period for which a frame could be 
displayed. So that an operation is not automatic thereby giving a user more control. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ASHER KHAN whose telephone number is (571 )270- 
5203. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Marsha Banks- Harold can be reached on (571)272-7905. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Marsha D. Banks-Harold/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



/A. K.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2621 



